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I. Executive Summary
Sex selection is the practice of attempting to control the sex of one's offspring in order to achieve a desired sex. 1 One method of sex selection is sex-selective abortion. Laws banning sex-selective abortion are proliferating in the United States. Eight states have enacted laws prohibiting sexselective abortion.
2 Twenty-one states and the federal government have considered such laws since 2009. Those laws prohibit the performance of an abortion if sought based on the sex of the fetus and provide for both criminal and civil penalties in most cases.
A great deal of misinformation exists regarding sex selection in the United States. We have identified six inaccuracies commonly associated with sex-selective abortion and laws prohibiting it. They appear, among other places, in statements made by legislators, testimony submitted to legislatures, and reports issued by legislative committees that have considered or adopted laws banning sexselective abortion. 3 We present each piece of inaccurate information as a "myth." This Report draws on legal research, empirical analysis of U.S. birth data, field-work, and an extensive review of scholarly publications in social sciences, law and other disciplines to replace these myths with facts.
Legislators and proponents of sex-selective abortion bans have consistently referred to the existence of male-biased sex ratios and the practice of sex selection in other parts of the world. Discussions have focused on the problem of "missing women" in China and India in particular. However, China and India are not the only countries with male-biased sex ratios. On the contrary, the two countries with the highest sex ratios at birth are Liechtenstein and Armenia (see discussion of Myth #2 below). Both have higher sex ratios at birth than China and India.
Legislators and major news outlets have stated that the United States is one of the few countries that does not prohibit abortion for sex selection purposes. However, the eight states in the United States that currently ban sex-selective abortion are among a small minority of places in the world where it is banned. Only four other countries explicitly prohibit sex-selective abortion: China, Kosovo, Nepal and Vietnam (see discussion of Myth #3 below). Instead, many countries that are concerned about sex selection prohibit the use of technology to sex select prior to implantation of the embryo in the uterus.
The main empirical support for the view that Asian Americans are obtaining sex-selective abortions based on son preference in the United States is from a study by economists Douglas Almond and Lena Edlund published in 2008. That study, using United States census data from 2000, found that when foreign-born Chinese, Indians and Koreans have two girls, the sex ratios at the third birth in those families is skewed towards boys. However, in analyzing more recent data from the 2007 to 2011 American Community Survey (ACS), we found that the sex ratios at birth of foreign-born Chinese, Indians and Koreans are not male-biased when all their births are taken into account. In fact, foreign-born Chinese, Indians and Koreans have proportionally more girls than white Americans (see discussion of Myth #5 below).
Proponents of sex-selective abortion bans claim they are needed to "prohibit discrimination against the unborn on the basis of sex" and to stop the practice of sex selection among Asian Americans in the United States. 4 As noted, sex-selective abortion is only one among several methods available to select the sex of one's offspring. None of the laws enacted or proposed in the United States prohibit methods other than abortion, such as sperm sorting or preimplantation genetic diagnosis (see discussion of Myth #1 below). Instead, the laws focus solely on abortion. Moreover, sex-selective abortion bans have not been shown to impact sex ratios in the United States. On the contrary, our study shows that laws in Illinois and Pennsylvania-adopted in 1984 and 1989, respectively-are not associated with changes in sex ratios at birth in those states (see discussion of Myth #4 below).
Sex-selective abortion laws are part of the legislative campaign of groups opposed to reproductive rights. The laws are generally proposed by legislators who are anti-abortion. Our analysis found that over 90% of Republican representatives in the six states that enacted bans in the last four years voted for the laws. In contrast, less than 10% of Democrats voted for the bans in four of the six states. In the two states where sex-selective abortion bans achieved meaningful support from DemocratsOklahoma and South Dakota-laws that restrict access to abortion consistently receive bipartisan support (see discussion of Myth #6 below).
SIX MYTHS AND FACTS ABOUT SEX SELECTION IN THE UNITED STATES MYTH #1
Male-biased sex ratios at birth are proof that sex-selective abortions are occurring.
FACT #1
Male-biased sex ratios at birth do not provide proof that sex-selective abortions are occurring because sex selection can be achieved by artificially inseminating only sperm with the X or Y chromosome or by implanting embryos of the desired sex into the uterus.
MYTH #2
India and China are the only countries where male-biased sex ratios exist.
FACT #2
Male-biased sex ratios at birth can be found in many countries throughout the world, including those with predominantly white populations. The countries with the highest male-biased sex ratios in the world are Liechtenstein and Armenia. Both countries have higher sex ratios than India and China.
MYTH #3
FACT #3
Only four countries other than the United States have laws explicitly prohibiting sex-selective abortion: China, Kosovo, Nepal and Vietnam.
Many countries that are concerned about sex selection regulate the practice only by prohibiting sex selection through preconception and preimplantation techniques.
MYTH #4
Laws banning sex-selective abortion are an effective way to prevent sex selection and adjust male-biased sex ratios at birth.
FACT #4
Our empirical analysis of sex ratios at birth five years before and after sexselective abortion bans were enacted in Illinois and Pennsylvania indicates that the bans were not associated with changes in sex ratios at birth.
MYTH #5
Empirical studies of sex ratios at birth of foreign-born Chinese, Indians and
Koreans prove that sex-selective abortions based on son preference are occurring in the United States.
FACT #5
An analysis of more recent national data of sex ratios at birth of foreignborn Chinese, Indians and Koreans shows that these groups have more girls overall than white Americans.
MYTH #6
The primary motivation behind laws banning sex-selective abortion in the United States is to prevent gender-based discrimination.
FACT #6
Restricting access to abortion is the primary motivation for sex-selective abortion bans. All the bans have been proposed and supported by people who oppose abortion generally.
II. Methodology
The authors and collaborators of this report (1) conducted desk research, (2) analyzed quantitative data from the American Community Survey (ACS) from 2007 to 2011 and the National Center for Health Statistics (NCHS) from 1979 to 1993 and (3) conducted in-country interviews of physicians, lawyers, government officials, social activists and academics in India.
DESK RESEARCH
The authors conducted extensive desk research on laws addressing the practice of sex selection, sexselective abortion and sex ratios in the United States and abroad. This included reading enacted and proposed statutes, as well as secondary sources, such as legal-academic articles and social science materials. The authors researched the social, cultural, economic and anthropological underpinnings of the practice of sex selection throughout the world, with a focus on India. This included reading articles and books in the social sciences, as well as newspapers and other popular media sources. The authors also read transcripts, listened to audio recordings, and viewed videos of legislative hearings in state legislatures and the United States Congress on laws banning sex-selective abortion.
In determining what countries explicitly prohibit sex-selective abortion, student research assistants undertook the following research: (1) consulted the Center for Reproductive Rights' "The World's Abortion Laws Map 2013," 5 which identifies countries that prohibit sex-selective abortion; (2) reviewed the text of abortion laws posted on the Harvard School of Public Health's "Abortion Laws of the World Database," 6 which contains abortion laws from most (but not all) countries in the world; (3) reviewed the United Nation's "Population Division Abortion Policies: A Global Review," 7 which contains a description of world abortion laws but not the actual text of the laws; (4) conducted searches in library databases for articles that mention abortion laws in specific countries; and (5) conducted searches on Google aimed at finding the text of abortion laws in countries that were not in the Harvard database. Of the abortion laws we reviewed, we have listed countries as banning sex-selective abortion if the law explicitly prohibits sex-selective abortion.
In determining which countries prohibit sex selection prior to implantation and sex determination tests, student research assistants conducted the following research: (1) consulted a database that identifies certain countries that have laws regulating the use of assisted reproductive technologies; 8 (2) conducted searches in library databases for articles that discuss laws relating to assisted reproductive technologies in specific countries; and (3) conducted searches on Google for every country in the world to find references to whether those countries regulate assisted reproductive technologies.
Student research assistants also collected data on the voting records of state legislatures that have passed sex-selective abortion bans in the last four years. In conducting this research, they first consulted Project Vote Smart's database of state voting records.
9 For sex-selective abortion bans not included in that database-those of Oklahoma and South Dakota-they relied on the state legislatures' journals, which are accessible through the legislatures' websites.
QUANTITATIVE ANALYSIS
Arindam Nandi and Alexander Persaud, in collaboration with the authors, analyzed data related to births in the United States from the ACS and the NCHS. Nandi used NCHS data to conduct a difference-in-differences analysis to compare sex ratios at birth of Asians and the total populations in Illinois, Pennsylvania and their border states before and after sex-selective abortion bans were enacted in Illinois in 1984 and Pennsylvania in 1989. Persaud used pooled ACS data on births from 2007 to 2011 to find sex ratios at birth for whites and different groups of Asian Americans. Among other things, the analysis took into account the birth place and ethnicity of the parents and the age of the children. Sex ratios at birth were determined for first, second and third births, accounting for the sex of previous children. 
IN-COUNTRY INTERVIEWS
In December 2013, some of the authors conducted approximately 20 interviews in and around New Delhi, India, with physicians, lawyers, government officials, social activists, and academics. The interviews were focused on understanding the legal regime regulating sex determination procedures and identifying the factors associated with declining child sex ratios, the practice of sex selection and the related phenomenon of son preference in India. Interviews lasted from 30 minutes to an hour and were conducted in English, with the exception of interviews with community members, which were conducted in Hindi with a translator.
III. Myths and Facts About Sex-Selective Abortion Laws
MYTH #1
Male-biased sex ratios at birth are proof that sex-selective abortions are occurring. 14 Proponents of the bans claim they are trying to curtail the "growing trend" of sex selection in the United States enabled by the "rise" of the "sex-selection industry." 15 Support for the laws is driven by reliance on a few empirical studies of sex ratios at birth of certain Asian groups in the United States. For example, a report prepared by the United States Congress asserts that "U.S. census data and national vital statistics show . . . [c]ertain communities within the United States are achieving sex ratios that are unnatural and statistically impossible without medical intervention." 16 The studies relied on to support sex-selective abortion bans are discussed below (see Myth #5), along with our analysis of more recent birth data in the United States.
The standard range of male to female sex ratios at birth is believed to be approximately 1.03 to 1.07 males for every female. 17 Put another way, standard sex ratios at birth range from 103 to 107 males for every 100 females (see Box #1 below). However, the standard range may be larger than is commonly accepted. Some studies have shown that sex ratios vary by racial group, by the age of the mother, and by geographic region even when parents are not using abortion or other means to sex select (see discussion of Myth #2 below). 18 The sex ratio at birth in the United States for the entire population is within the standard range at 105 boys for every 100 girls. 19 Deviations from the standard range of sex ratios at birth are thought to provide evidence that sex-selective abortions have occurred in a given population. However, skewed sex ratios do not provide definitive evidence of sex-selective abortion, since sex selection can be conducted through various methods, both prior to conception and prior to implantation of the embryo in the uterus.
Families can sex select through artificial insemination whereby only sperm that will produce the desired sex are allowed to fertilize the egg. This process is known as sperm sorting. 20 Sex selection can also be achieved by a technique known as preimplantation genetic diagnosis (PGD). 21 Medical professionals remove eggs from a woman and fertilize them outside of the body using a procedure called in-vitro fertilization (IVF). 22 One or two cells are removed from the embryo three days after fertilization, and the sex of the embryo is determined through chromosomal analysis of the removed cells using PGD. 23 Only the embryos of the desired sex are implanted in the uterus. These sex selection procedures are legally available in the United States and, indeed, fertility clinics actively promote their availability. 24 Three of the four states with the largest Asian populations in the United States-California, New York and Texas 25 -also have the most fertility clinics in the country. 26 Notwithstanding this, none of the laws that ban sex-selective abortion in the United States prohibit sex selection prior to conception or implantation.
BOX #1: Explaining Sex Ratios
Unless otherwise stated, use of the term "sex ratio" in this Report refers to sex ratios at birth. Sex ratios at birth are calculated by dividing the number of boys born in a given population at any given time by the number of girls born. A sex ratio at birth of 1.07 means 107 boys were born per 100 girls. It is believed that, absent manipulation, the standard range of male to female sex ratios at birth is approximately 1.03 to 1.07 males for every female, with an average of 1.05. 27 There is thus a natural tendency for women to give birth to more boys than girls. Some scientists believe this is an evolutionary adaptation to the facts that male infants suffer more frequent health complications than female infants and that adult men take more risks, suffer from frequent health problems and generally die younger than adult women. 28 However, as noted above, there may be a natural variation in sex ratios at birth on the basis of race, age of the parents and possibly other factors. Thus, sex selection is not always the cause of maleor female-biased sex ratios at birth.
MYTH #2
India and China are the only countries where male-biased sex ratios exist. 
FACT #2
Proponents of sex-selective abortion bans in the United States point to India and China as countries where male-biased sex ratios exist and sex-selective abortions are performed. 30 However, according to the United States Central Intelligence Agency's "World Factbook," Liechtenstein has the highest male-biased sex ratio at birth in the world at 1. 26 . 31 This is so despite the fact that Liechtenstein is a European country in which abortion is banned all together. 32 Several countries in the Caucasus region have recently experienced increases in sex ratios at birth. For example, the sex ratio at birth in Armenia is 1.14, higher than both India and China. 33 In Azerbaijan, the sex ratio is 1.12, well outside the standard range. 34 Nevertheless, proponents of sex-selective abortion bans do not mention skewed sex ratios as a problem in these countries or among the immigrant groups that come from these countries to the United States.
Thirteen countries have sex ratios at birth that are skewed in favor of males above the standard range (see Table #1 below). Six of these countries with higher than normal sex ratios at birth are in Europe. Of the remaining countries, four are in Asia, two are in the Caucasus region, and one is in the Caribbean. Eleven countries-almost all of which are in Africa and the Caribbean-have sex ratios at birth below 1.03, indicating more girls than boys are born on average, in comparison to the standard range (see Table #2 below). Thus, although India and China are consistently referred to in legislative debates over sex-selective abortion bans, male-biased sex ratios can be found in many countries throughout the world, including those with predominantly white populations. 
MYTH #3
The United States is one of the few countries in the world that does not ban sex-selective abortion. 
Testimony during congressional hearings on an earlier version of the bill now pending in the United
States Congress centered on the claim that a ban on sex-selective abortion was necessary to conform to international standards. 38 The text of the earlier bill claimed that "the United States may effectively function as a 'safe haven' for those who seek to have American physicians do what would otherwise be criminal in their home countries." 39 Major news outlets, such as the Washington Post and ABC News, have reported that particular countries have laws banning sex-selective abortions when, in fact, they do not. 40 The fact is that only four countries in the world today have laws that explicitly prohibit sex-selective abortions: China, 41 Kosovo, 42 Nepal 43 and Vietnam. 44 Instead of banning sex-selective abortions, many countries that are concerned with sex selection have regulated the use of preconception and preimplantation technologies. 45 A few countries, such as China, 46 India 47 and Nepal, 48 prohibit medical professionals and others from revealing the sex of the fetus to parents. By contrast, Sweden explicitly permits the termination of a pregnancy based on the sex of the fetus. 49 Figure #1 below provides a color-coded world map that depicts jurisdictions where abortion laws specifically prohibit sex-selective abortion. 50 
FIGURE #1
Jurisdictions that Explicitly Prohibit Sex-Selective Abortion 
MYTH #4
Laws banning sex-selective abortion are an effective way to prevent sex selection and adjust male-biased sex ratios at birth. 
FACT #4
Our empirical analysis of sex ratios at birth five years before and after sex-selective abortion bans were enacted in Illinois and Pennsylvania indicates that the bans were not associated with changes in sex ratios at birth.
If sex-selective abortion bans have the effect they are meant to have, they should make an impact on sex ratios in the states where they are enacted. Six states have enacted bans in the last four years. However, two states passed laws banning sex-selective abortion over 15 years ago: Illinois in 1984 and Pennsylvania in 1989.
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In order to determine whether sex-selective abortion bans in Illinois and Pennsylvania had any impact on sex ratios at birth in the two states, we conducted a difference-in-differences analysis. We first determined (1) the difference (i.e., changes) in sex ratios for the total population and among Asian Americans in Illinois and Pennsylvania over a 10-year period-five years before and five years after the bans were enacted. We compared these differences to (2) the difference in sex ratios during the same time periods for the total population and among Asian Americans in states that border Illinois and Pennsylvania. 53 The comparison of these two sets of "differences" (i.e., changes in sex ratios among each group in each state before and after the bans) constitutes a difference-in-differences analysis and provides evidence as to whether the sex-selective abortion bans had an impact on sex ratios at birth in Illinois and Pennsylvania.
We found that the bans were not associated with any changes in sex ratios at birth in the total population or among Asian Americans in Illinois or Pennsylvania during the 10-year period studied -five years before and five years after the bans (see Figures #2, #3 , #4 and #5). That is, the difference between the following over a ten year period were not statistically significant: In other words, the difference between changes in sex ratios before and after the bans in Illinois and Pennsylvania were no different from changes in sex ratios in their border states during the same periods. Our findings strongly suggest that sex-selective abortion bans have had no impact on sex ratios at birth in two states in which they were enacted.
On the other hand, even though sex determination tests for the purpose of sex selection were banned, many experts believe that changes in social norms and economic development changed male-biased sex ratios in South Korea (see Box #2). 
FACT #5
An analysis of more recent national data of sex ratios at birth of foreign-born Chinese, Indians and Koreans shows that these groups have more girls overall than white Americans.
Legislators and proponents of sex-selective abortion bans claim that abortions based on son preference are widespread in the United States. 63 For example, the introduction to the federal bill to ban sex-selective abortion (the Prenatal Nondiscrimination Act (PRENDA) of 2013) states that "some Americans are exercising sex-selection abortion practices within the United States consistent with discriminatory practices common to their country of origin, or the country to which they trace their ancestry." 64 During legislative debates in South Dakota prior to enactment of the state's ban on sex-selective abortion, the vice president of South Dakota Right to Life suggested that all Asian Americans in South Dakota are "from ethnic backgrounds that are known to practice sex selection." 65 The key study relied upon in support of this contention was written by economists Douglas Almond and Lena Edlund, using data from the 2000 United States Census. 66 The study found male-biased sex ratios at birth for the second and third children of foreign-born Chinese, Indian and Korean families after they had already given birth to one or two girls. 67 Supporters of sex-selective abortion bans conclude that sex-selective abortions occur in the United States largely on the basis of this single study. 68 In Box #3 below, we also discuss three other studies sometimes cited in legislative debates in support of sex-selective abortion bans. 69 The data used in Almond and Edlund's study is almost 15 years old now. Their study did not examine sex ratios at birth among Asians born in the United States, nor did it discuss sex ratios among other Asian or racial communities in the country. Additionally, the study did not find male-biased sex ratios for the first births of foreign-born Chinese, Indians and Koreans. Nor did their findings show male-biased sex ratios at the second birth after one boy, or the third birth after a girl and a boy or two boys. Finally, the data used in Almond and Edlund's study was from the national level; it provides no indication as to whether Asian Americans in any particular U.S. state demonstrated male-biased sex ratios at birth. For all of these reasons, it is inappropriate for legislators and proponents of sex-selective abortion bans at the state level to rely upon the study to provide evidence that Asian families living in their state exhibit male-biased sex ratios at birth.
In order to update Almond and Edlund's study, we conducted an analysis of more recent data from the American Community Survey (ACS) during the period from 2007 to 2011. Our study focused on the same groups examined by Almond and Edlund-foreign-born Chinese, Indians and Koreans. Like Almond and Edlund, we only included families where (1) both parents were Chinese, Indian or Korean, (2) both parents were born in China, India or Korea, and (3) all children in the family were under 13 years old and born in the United States.
Our study of pooled ACS data confirms Almond and Edlund's study with regard to the third births of foreign-born Chinese, Indian and Korean families that have already given birth to two girls. However, we also found that foreign-born Chinese, Indians and Koreans have an equal number of boys and girls at their first birth, with a sex ratio of 1.00. Whites have a sex ratio of 1.06 at their first birth (see Figure #7 below ). This means that these Asian communities have more girls than whites in the United States have for their first children. Moreover, if we look at the sex ratio of foreign-born Chinese, Indians and Koreans across all births, we find that their overall sex ratio at birth is 1.03 (see Figure #6 below). Whites born in the United States have an overall sex ratio at birth of 1.05 (see Figure #6 below) . Therefore, when we compare the overall sex ratio at birth of foreign-born Chinese, Indian and Korean families to the sex ratio at birth of whites born in the United States, we find that these Asian groups have more girls on average than whites.
Our findings also show that foreign-born Chinese, Indian and Korean families have a female-biased sex ratio at birth (0.64) after they have had two previous boys. The sex ratio at birth for children 
FIGURE #6
Sex Ratios at Birth of US-Born Whites, All Asian Americans, and Foreign-Born Chinese, Indians and Koreans (as a group and each separately) Foreign-Born born to white families with two prior boys is 1.07 (see Figure #7 below ). This means that foreignborn Chinese, Indian and Korean families have almost twice as many girls than boys after having two boys, and considerably more girls than whites at the same birth parity.
We also looked at each ethnicity separately (see Figure #6 above). We found that the overall sex ratios at birth of foreign-born Chinese, Indians and Koreans, when disaggregated by ethnic group, are still not male-biased as compared both to whites and the standard range. Foreign-born Chinese have a sex ratio at birth identical to that of whites-1.05. Foreign-born Koreans have a sex ratio of 1.04 and foreign-born Indians have the lowest sex ratio at birth of the group at 1.02. This means that Indians in the United States have almost a one-to-one ratio of boys to girls when all their births are taken into account. In comparison, whites born in the United States have an overall sex ratio at birth of 1.05.
Finally, using the same pooled ACS data from 2007 to 2011, we examined the sex ratios at birth of all Asian Americans (see Figure #7 below). We included families wherein (1) both parents are Asian, including parents born both in and outside the United States, and (2) all children are under 13 years old and born in the United States. The overall sex ratio at birth for all Asian Americans in the United States is 1.04 (see Figure #6 above). This sits in the lower part of the standard range of sex ratios at birth (1.03 to 1.07) and is lower than whites in the United States (1.05) (see Figure #6 above). We also found lower sex ratios at the first birth (1.02) and after two boys (0.92) for all Asian Americans 
All Asian Americans US-Born Whites
Sex Ratio at Birth as compared to whites in the United States (1.06 and 1.07 respectively) (see Figure #7 above). Our analysis of sex ratios of all Asian Americans confirms that when all births are taken into account Asian Americans do not have male-biased sex ratios, but in fact have an overall sex ratio at birth within the standard range and lower than that of whites (i.e., more female-biased than whites).
Proponents of sex-selective abortion bans claim that there are "missing women" in the United States. For example, the introduction to the federal bill that would ban sex-selective abortion claims that sex-selective abortions "have the effect of diminishing the representation of women in the American population." 70 We took the ratio of girls to total children born to whites and multiplied it by the total number of children born to foreign-born Chinese, Indians and Koreans in the United States. In doing so, we were able to calculate the number of girls white families would have if they had the same total number of children as this group of Asian Americans. Next, we compared this number to the number of girls born to foreign-born Chinese, Indians and Koreans in the United States. This comparative analysis accounts for the different number of children had by each group. We found that foreign-born Chinese, Indians and Koreans had 2,772 more girls than whites during the period of our data. That is, if white Americans and foreign-born Chinese, Indians and Koreans had the same number of children, white Americans would have 2,772 less girls than foreign-born Chinese, Indians and Koreans. We calculated this same figure for all Asians Americans and found that Asian Americans, as a group, also have more girls than white Americans, approximately the same number as foreign-born Chinese, Indians and Koreans. Fertility rates are not a factor in this calculation because white Americans and Asian Americans have the same fertility rate (1.8). births than the other groups studied. The effect was more significant when both parents were the same ethnicity than for families where only the mother was Chinese or Indian.
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However, Abrevaya also found that in the aggregate the sex of the first child does not play a significant role in the decision whether or not to have a second child in the United States.
His analysis of NCHS and CDHS data also reveals that whites and Asian Americans have approximately equal percentages of boys and girls at their first births. Moreover, he states that even if the practice of sex selection were to increase in the United States it would not likely lead to a gender-imbalance problem in the aggregate. Importantly, while he asserts that most sex selection in the United States is likely achieved through sex determination followed by sexselective abortion, he acknowledges that since 1980 only 5% of abortions have occurred late enough during pregnancy for the sex of the fetus to have been determined. Finally, the data used by Abrevaya is between 11 and 14 years old and the study itself is almost ten years old.
Our study (see discussion of Myth #5 above) used pooled data from the ACS from 2007 to 2011. This data is more recent and precise and includes information on the ethnicity of the father and the birthplace of both parents. Our study therefore provides a broader analysis. As noted above, when taking all births into account, the sex ratios at birth of foreign-born Chinese, Indians and Koreans and all Asian Americans are not skewed in favor of males.
Sunita Puri et al.
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Supporters of sex-selective abortion bans also point to a qualitative study authored by physician Sunita Puri et al. In the study, Puri et al. recruited and interviewed 65 South Asian immigrant For the reasons discussed above, the few empirical studies in this field have been used improperly to support the contentions that: (1) all Asian Americans are sex selecting; (2) all Asian Americans sex select because of a preference for sons and an aversion to daughters; and (3) abortion is the method by which sex selection is achieved (see Myth #1 above, pointing out that abortion is not the only way to sex select). In fact, recent polling data refutes the existence of son preference among Asian Americans in the United States. The 2012 National Asian American Survey on opinions among Asians and Pacific Islanders posed the following question: "In some countries, people are allowed to have only one child. If, for whatever reason, you could only have one child, would you want it to be a boy, a girl, or does it not matter?" Chinese, Korean, and Indian respondents showed very slight and equal preference for sons and daughters (see Table #4 below). Overall, 92% of Chinese, 92% of Indians and 89% of Koreans surveyed said "It doesn't matter or they don't care." 75 Source: National Asian American Survey 2012. Margin of error = +/-5%.
women who were specifically seeking sex selection technologies in order to have a son. The purpose of Dr. Puri's study was, in part, to document the social and family pressures to have sons that these South Asian immigrant women faced. Of the 65 women, 51 used ultrasound, 10 used sperm sorting and 4 had undergone in-vitro fertilization for sex determination. The participants had on average two children and 62 of the 65 women had only female children. The study found that some of the women interviewed had aborted female fetuses in the past and some who were pregnant at the time intended to so. However, the study should not be taken to be representative of South Asian women in the United States, since it included only 65 womenmost of whom were recruited from clinics offering elective prenatal ultrasound services.
Moreover, our study of data from the ACS (see discussion of Myth #5 above) reveals that Asian
American families also desire to have daughters. This is apparent from our finding that after Asian Americans have two boys their sex ratio at birth is skewed towards females.
MYTH #6
The primary motivation behind laws banning sex-selective abortion in the United States is to prevent gender-based discrimination. 
FACT #6
Proponents of laws banning sex-selective abortion in legislatures and civil society groups around the country claim that the laws will prevent gender discrimination. For example, the House Report on the Prenatal Nondiscrimination Act of 2012-a federal bill that would have banned sex-selective abortion throughout the United States-asserts that "[t]he reason for opposing sex-selection is uniform: the desire to combat discrimination." 78 However, upon closer examination it becomes clear that restricting access to abortion generally is the primary motivation for sex-selective abortion bans in the United States.
In the United States Congress and state legislatures across the country, politicians who sponsor sexselective abortion bans are at the forefront of the movement to make abortion illegal. 79 For example, United States Representative Trent Franks (R-AZ) sponsored sex-selective abortion bans in both the United States Congress and the Arizona state legislature. 80 Representative Franks has stated: "I have made it one of my priorities in public office to fight for the end of abortion on demand." 81 United States Representative Chris Smith (R-NJ), a vocal supporter of the federal bill that would ban sexselective abortion, also supports bills that would prohibit federal funding for abortion services and groups like Planned Parenthood. 82 Representative Smith has stated that "abortion is a serious, lethal violation of fundamental human rights" and that the "pro-life movement is not only on the side of compassion, justice, and inclusion," but also "the right side of responsible science and of history." 83 In the North Dakota and Texas state legislatures, sponsors of bans on sex-selective abortion also sponsored bills that prohibit abortion after the detection of a fetal heartbeat. 84 Proponents of sex-selective abortion bans have explicitly stated that the laws are actually part of the effort to restrict access to abortion entirely. In 2008, Steven Mosher, head of the Population Research Institute (a leading anti-abortion group), stated: "I propose that we-the pro-life movementadopt as our next goal the banning of sex-and race-selective abortion." 85 And in a 2008 article, an influential conservative thinker and law professor declared that the "key to eroding Roe v. Wade . . . is to pass a number of state or federal laws that restrict abortion rights in ways approved of by at least fifty percent of the public," such as "a ban on abortion for sex selection." 86 Following this lead, antiabortion groups have created model legislation to ban sex-selective abortion. 87 The language used in laws banning sex-selective abortion also suggests that lawmakers are concerned primarily with restricting access to abortion generally, rather than combatting gender discrimination. For instance, the language used in the bill pending in the United States Congress consistently refers to the "unborn child" and defines abortion sought based on the sex of the fetus as "the intentional killing of unborn females." 88 The bill also makes the claim that "[a]bortion is the leading cause of death in the Black community," thereby equating the termination of a pregnancy with the death of a living person. 89 Box #4 highlights important aspects of some of the laws enacted and considered at the state level. A chart summarizing each law is attached in the Appendix.
BOX #4: Content of Enacted and Proposed Laws Banning Sex-Selective Abortion
Obligations of Health Care Providers
The law enacted in Arizona requires health care professionals to report "known violations . . . to appropriate law enforcement authorities." 90 In South Dakota, the law requires physicians to "inquire into whether the pregnant mother knows the sex of her unborn child and if so, whether the mother is seeking an abortion due to the sex of the unborn child." 91 Under the bill considered in Florida, physicians would have to sign an affidavit attesting that the abortion is not being performed based on the sex of the fetus.
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Enforcement by Relatives or Health Care Providers Possible
The law in in Oklahoma allows "any person who is the spouse, parent, sibling, or guardian of, or current or former licensed health care provider of" the woman seeking an abortion to bring a suit for injunctive relief. 93 The law in North Carolina allows the "current or former licensed health care provider of the woman upon whom an abortion was performed or attempted" to bring a claim for injunctive relief "against any person" who has violated the law.
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Prohibition of Termination for Genetic Disorders
Laws enacted in North Dakota and considered in Missouri expressly prohibit the performance of an abortion even when the fetus has been diagnosed with a genetic disorder.
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No Intent Required
Laws considered in Oregon and West Virginia prohibit the performance of a sex-selective abortion without any reference to intent or knowledge. 96 These laws would establish a strict liability offense under which health care providers would be liable even if they did not know or could not have known that an abortion was sought based on the sex of the fetus.
An analysis of voting records in the six states that have enacted sex-selective abortion bans in the last four years 99 shows that votes on the laws closely follow party lines, with overwhelming support from Republican legislators (see Table #5 below). On average, 92% of Republican legislators voted in favor of the bans in the House of Representatives and Senates in these six states. 100 Less than 10% of Democrats voted for the bans in Arizona, Kansas, North Carolina and North Dakota. 101 The two states where sex-selective abortion bans achieved meaningful support from Democrats-Oklahoma and South Dakota-have among the most restrictive abortion laws in the United States. 102 In both states, laws that restrict access to abortion consistently receive bipartisan support. 103 As a result, 96% of counties in Oklahoma and 98% of counties in South Dakota are without abortion providers. 
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Race-Selective Abortion
Laws enacted in Arizona and considered in Florida, Georgia, Indiana, New Jersey and the United States Congress also prohibit race-selective abortion. 97 A race-selective abortion is "an abortion performed for purposes of eliminating an unborn child because the child or a parent of the child is of an undesired race." 98 Race-selective abortion bans purport to address racial discrimination perpetrated through abortion and are aimed at health care providers that allegedly target women of color for abortions. to the groom's family. In many parts of India, a patrilocal culture prevails wherein married couples reside in the home of the husband. To the extent a woman earns an income outside of her household, she will often be expected to keep her earnings within the husband's family. There is also no old age pension system in India. Families thus believe they must have at least one son upon whom they can depend for financial security in old age. Even if daughters are economically prosperous, parents often prefer living with their sons due to entrenched social norms and the perception that living with their daughters will lower the social status of the family. 110 The lack of safety and security for women and girls in India is also a major concern. The lack of safety and security contributes to the preference for sons by constraining female participation in the public sphere, which limits social and economic opportunities for women.
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Religious customs and practices also reinforce the preference for sons in India. Many Hindus believe that only sons are able to light the funeral pyre of their parents. 112 Others believe that moksha (liberation from rebirth or reincarnation) is only possible through their sons. Child Sex Ratios in India Act). 115 The PCPNDT Act prohibits, among other things, conducting or aiding sex selection, seeking or encouraging sex selection, determining or communicating the sex of a fetus, and advertising prenatal sex determination. However, the PCPNDT Act has not been successful in normalizing male-biased child sex ratios in India.
The lack of regulation of the private health sector in India contributes to the availability of sex determination procedures and the difficulty in implementing the PCPNDT Act. More than 90%
of physicians in India practice in the private health sector. 116 Virtually all sex determination procedures are performed in the private sector, out of the reach of government regulation and law enforcement. The increased availability and affordability of sex determination technology, especially ultrasound technology in the 1980s, allows people to act upon their desire to have at least one son and at the same time have fewer children overall.
Comparison to the United States
Many of the factors that lead to sex selection based on son preference in India are not present in the United States. For instance, the practice of dowry is not common in the United States and families often share the costs of marriage. Parents in the United States rely on both public and private pension systems for financial security in old age, rather than their sons and extended family, as in India. The patrilocal system is not present in the United States. In 2010, 87% of households were comprised of the householder, his or her spouse, and his or her sons and daughters in the United States. 117 In contrast, only 0.7% of households included a parent-in-law, son-in-law, or daughter-in-law. 118 Property and inheritance laws are gender neutral in the United States and women and girls regularly assert their rights to both. In India, a family's social status is affected by the gender of their children, with sons bringing higher status. In contrast, a family's social status in the United
States is based on a combination of education, income, and occupation. 119 The figure below provides a comparison of sex ratios at birth in India and China with certain groups in the United States. In the 1960s and 1970s, the sex ratio at birth in China was roughly 1.06 males to every female, which was within the standard range. 120 The sex ratio has risen steadily since then from 108.5 in 1981 to 1.12 today. 121 China's one-child policy, implemented in 1979, is commonly thought to be the primary reason for the increases, 122 along with the availability of sex determination technology, and ultrasound machines in particular. 123 On the demand side, the preference for sons in China is driven by factors similar to those present in India.
Boys are preferred because they have higher earning potential than girls. 124 This view is perpetuated by the dominant patriarchal system in the country. 125 Families often prefer sons because they are concerned with the family's lineage and they do not want to invest in daughters who will eventually leave the home after marriage to live with their husband's family. Deep-rooted Confucian values that favor men over women also underlie the preference for sons in China. 126 As in India, the social and legal circumstances leading to skewed sex ratios in China are largely not present in the United States.
IV. Conclusion
Several countries in the world have sex ratios at birth that are as high or higher than China and India, including countries with predominantly white populations. Nonetheless, immigrant communities in the United States from China and India are consistently accused of harboring a preference for sons. It is supposedly this preference for sons that leads Asian Americans to abort female fetuses. In response, eight states have enacted bans on sex-selective abortion and 21 states and the United States Congress have considered such bans.
The key empirical support for sex-selective abortion bans in the United States comes from a study of census data that is now almost 15 years old. The study by Almond and Edlund found male-biased sex ratios at birth for the second and third children of foreign-born Chinese, Indians and Koreans when they had already given birth to one or two girls. Our study of more recent data from the American Community Survey from 2007 to 2011 reveals that the sex ratios at birth of foreign-born Chinese, Indians and Koreans, as well as all Asian Americans, in the United States are lower than the sex ratios of white Americans, when all births are taken into account. This means that Asian Americans have more girls than white Americans. The National Asian American Survey, a poll conducted among Asian Americans, further reveals that Asian Americans do not have a preference for sons over daughters.
Proponents of sex-selective abortion bans claim that the United States is one of the few countries in the world where sex-selective abortion is not prohibited. However, our research reveals that only four countries explicitly prohibit sex-selective abortion and that, instead, many countries that are concerned with sex selection prohibit the practice even before the embryo is implanted in the uterus. Our research also reveals that sex-selective abortion bans are not likely to change sex ratios at birth. In a study we conducted on sex ratios in two states that adopted sex-selective abortion bans over 15 years ago-Illinois and Pennsylvania-we found that the laws were not associated with changes in sex ratios.
Abortion is not the only way in which sex selection can be achieved. Reproductive technologies are legally available in the United States that allow people to sex select prior to conception and prior to implantation of the embryo in the uterus. However, none of the laws that ban sex-selective abortion in the United States regulate preconception or preimplantation sex selection. There is, in fact, no way to determine what method has been used to achieve sex selection or whether sex selection has occurred at all based solely on sex ratios at birth.
Laws banning sex-selective abortion purport to combat gender discrimination. However, the text of the laws and the statements made in support of the bans during legislative hearings make it clear that they are intended to place restrictions on abortion services generally. Moreover, the laws purport to solve a problem that may not exist at all in the United States. Rather than changing behavior or addressing a purported problem, sex-selective abortion bans are likely to lead to the denial of health care services to Asian American women. Many of the laws require medical professionals to scrutinize a woman's reproductive choices. Since it is difficult to determine the true reason a woman has chosen to terminate her pregnancy, medical professionals may err on the side of caution and deny care to women in order to avoid liability under the law, even when a woman is not seeking a sex-selective abortion. Laws banning sex-selective abortion have been enacted on the basis of misinformation and harmful stereotypes about Asian Americans. We do not support the practice of sex selection by any means, but rather than combating discrimination, sex-selective abortion bans perpetuate it. 
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